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Court exercised in this matter, but they never interfered
with them by force or declared them to be illegal. Indeed
they could not have done so without contradicting the
express provisions of the Regulating Act.

. The third question was as to the right of the Supreme
Court to try actions against the judicial officers of the
Company, like the Patna Cause, for acts done in the
execution of what they believed, or said they believed,
to be their legal duty. In this matter the legality of the
course taken by the Court was not denied. As I have
shown in my account of the Patna Cause, it was afterwards
emphatically admitted. Hastings and the Council knew
in what a wretched state the country courts then were, and
they determined, if possible, to improve them. They tried
to do so by the new arrangement made in March, 1780,
but its failure became apparent by October. Their posi-
tion was this: the judicial officers of the Company were
beyond all controversy liable to the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court. The Cazi and Muftis in the Patna
Cause had not even pleaded to the jurisdiction. New
actions as scandalous as the Patna Cause might be
brought at any moment. This was the point of the
quarrel between the Court and the Council, which was
affected by Inipey's appointment to be judge of the
Sudder Diwani Adalat. It was affected, as it appears to
me, not by a surrender of the claims of the Court, but
by the establishment of an institution which would take
away the necessity, for such actions as the Patna Cause,
by giving the persons aggrieved a better and more
effectual remedy. " Establish/' said Hastings in effect,
" a proper system of superintendence over the Diwani
" Courts, give them regulations by which their operations
if may be properly conducted, and make the appeal